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Interview Summary 

In an applicant initiated personal interview on September 11, 2007, with the 
applicant's representatives, Aashish Karkhanis and Srikant Viswanadham , the following 
arguments were presented with regards to claim 1 of the present application discussing 
the prior art Omori et al, (U.S. PGPUB No. 20020184405). 

Applicant's representative believes the difference between the application and 
Omori is the processing linkage, which is done in sequence based on the specific 
processing of the service. Applicant's representative and Examiner agreed that further 
search/consideration of the possible amendments may be required. 



